Abstract: Collective nostalgia for the good old days of the country thrives across the world. However, little is known about the social psychological dynamics of this collective emotion across cultures. We predicted that collective nostalgia is triggered by collective angst as it helps people to restore a sense of in-group continuity via stronger in-group belonging and out-group rejection (in the form of opposition to immigrants). Based on a sample (N = 5,956) of individuals across 27 countries, the general pattern of results revealed that collective angst predicts collective nostalgia, which subsequently relates to stronger feelings of in-group continuity via in-group belonging (but not via out-group rejection). Collective nostalgia generally predicted opposition to immigrants, but this was subsequently not related to in-group continuity.
The Ipsos Global Trends Survey of 2016 showed that collective nostalgia thrives across the world: in most countries more than 50% of the population would like their country to be the way it used to be (Ipsos Mori, 2016) . What is more, in an attempt to mobilize voters against immigration, leaders of populist parties typically harness or even evoke such collective nostalgic sentiments (Mols & Jetten, 2014) . This rhetoric seems to pay off as is suggested by the electoral successes of these parties in many Western and non-Western countries. For example, collective nostalgia for the good old days of the country (i.e., "Make America Great Again") seems to have contributed to the election of Donald Trump to the US presidency. While these patterns suggest that evoking collective nostalgia is a powerful tool to mobilize voter support, we know very little about the social psychological dynamics of this collective emotion across cultures.
What is collective nostalgia? While psychologists have extensively studied personal nostalgia (for a review, see Sedikides et al., 2015b) , researchers have only recently started to examine collective nostalgia and its implications for group processes and intergroup relations (Cheung, Sedikides, Wildschut, Tausch, & Ayanian, 2017; Smeekes, 2015; Smeekes, Verkuyten, & Martinovic, 2015; Wildschut, Bruder, Robertson, Van Tilburg, & Sedikides, 2014) . The social identity perspective (Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987) and intergroup emotions theory (Mackie, Devos, & Smith, 2000) help to explain the difference between personal and collective nostalgia. According to these perspectives, when group membership becomes part of the psychological self, people experience emotions based on their social identity. This means that, in addition to feeling nostalgic for their unique individual past (personal nostalgia), people can also feel nostalgic for periods and events that concern their shared past with fellow group members. While the emotional experience is the same (i.e., a sentimental longing for a positively remembered past), the referent of collective nostalgia is the group rather than the individual. However, unlike personal nostalgia, collective nostalgia can be experienced for a past that individuals have not experienced themselves, through the knowledge of a shared history with fellow group members. As such, people can experience collective nostalgia on the basis of their national identity (i.e., national nostalgia), whereby they long for their positivelyremembered country of the past -a past that they share with fellow national in-group members.
Recent work shows that collective nostalgia is not only theoretically but also empirically distinct from personal nostalgia and has different consequences (Smeekes, 2015; Wildschut et al., 2014) . That is, studies measuring both personal and collective nostalgia observed that collective (and not personal) nostalgia is related to group-related outcomes (Smeekes, 2015; Wildschut et al, 2014) . For instance, collective nostalgia is related to higher levels of in-group belonging, in-group protection, exclusionist understandings of in-group identity, and negative attitudes toward out-groups, such as immigrants (Smeekes, 2015; Wildschut et al., 2014) . However, these associations were only examined in a few specific cultural contexts and it is hence unclear whether these findings can be generalized across a broader range of countries. In addition, previous studies did not examine potential antecedents of collective nostalgia. Given the widespread condition of collective nostalgia across the world and the potential negative consequences for intergroup relations, it is important to understand what causes this emotion among group members. Nostalgia researchers propose that this emotion is triggered by feelings of existential anxiety (e.g., Routledge, Arndt, Sedikides, & Wildschut, 2008) as it has restorative properties for the self. Specifically, it is argued that one key function of nostalgia is to restore a sense of identity continuity (Sedikides et al., 2015a . However, this proposition has not been empirically examined in relation to social identities, such as national identity.
The present research extends existing work by examining, across countries, whether collective nostalgia is triggered by existential concerns about the future vitality of one's group (i.e., collective angst) and whether this subsequently helps people to maintain a sense of in-group continuity by strengthening a sense of connection to fellow ingroup members and by rejecting threatening out-groups. Collective angst is a collective emotion that is experienced when group members appraise a situation as potentially harmful to the in-group's future vitality (for a review see Wohl, Squires, & Caouette, 2012) , and studies show that this emotion is related to in-group strengthening behaviors and negative attitudes toward immigrant out-groups (Jetten & Wohl, 2012; Lucas, Rudolph, Zhdanova, Barkho, & Weidner, 2014; Wohl, Branscombe, & Reysen, 2010) . As we will explain further below, collective nostalgia might form an explanation for this relationship. We focus on collective angst and collective nostalgia in relation to national identity, as one of the most heated debates in many countries concern the threats to national identity by globalization developments, such as increased immigration flows and supranational decision-making. We test our predictions among individuals from 27 countries, using a unique cross-cultural dataset. discomfort and distress as it functions as a coping mechanism (for a review, see Sedikides et al., 2015b; Sedikides, Wildschut, Routledge, & Arndt, 2015a) . It has been proposed that one key function of nostalgia is to buffer feelings of existential anxiety and insecurity (Sedikides et al., 2015b) , and research has shown that people are more likely to experience nostalgia when death related anxiety or threats to self-continuity are made salient (Juhl, Routledge, Arndt, Sedikides, & Wildschut, 2010; Kim & Wohl, 2015; Sedikides et al., 2015a) . The reason is that nostalgia helps people to maintain or restore a sense of identity continuity (Sedikides et al., 2015a) . That is, nostalgia connects the present self to both the past and future self, which satisfies the basic psychological need for continuity (Vignoles, 2011) . Importantly, in facilitating continuity of the self, nostalgia provides people with existential security (Landau, Greenberg, & Solomon, 2008) . It does so because, in longing for the past, valued aspects of the self that people want to preserve for the future become clear, and thus appropriate action can be taken to accomplish that end. Empirical work has indeed demonstrated that nostalgia buffers identity threats by restoring self-continuity (Sedikides et al., 2015a) .
Theoretically, collective nostalgia should serve an existential function similar to that provided by personal nostalgia -it should restore a sense of in-group continuity in times of uncertainty and existential anxiety (see Davis, 1979) . While this relationship has so far not been empirically examined, social psychologists have studied group-based existential anxiety, which is termed "collective angst" (Tabri, Wohl, & Caouette, 2017; Wohl et al., 2012) . Similar to personal anxiety, collective angst has a future orientation: it originates from a belief that the group will be harmed in the future, which differentiates it from the present-oriented nature of collective fear (Wohl et al., 2010) . A central thesis of empirical work on collective angst is that, once experienced, group members will take action to facilitate group survival. That is, members become motivated to reduce or eliminate perceived threats to a secure and vibrant future for their group (see Wohl et al., 2012) . We propose that one way in which group members may cope with these feelings of anxiety about their group's future is by dwelling on the positively remembered collective past. Similar to personal nostalgia, collective nostalgia may counter the negative consequences of feelings of collective angst by restoring a sense of in-group identity continuity.
The Mediating Roles of In-Group Belonging and Out-Group Rejection
A key mechanism linking personal nostalgia to self-continuity is social connectedness . The theoretical reasoning is that nostalgic memories are highly social, often involving interactions between the self and close others in the context of momentous life events (Zhou, Wildschut, Sedikides, Shi, & Feng, 2011) . As an important part of people's sense of self is based on knowledge about relationships with significant others, this relational self is also crucial in maintaining a sense of self-continuity. That is, through nostalgia people reexperience important social bonds and hereby reestablish a symbolic connection with significant others, which gives them the feeling that their relational self is temporally enduring.
Theoretical sociological work has proposed a similar mechanism for collective nostalgia (Boym, 2001; Davis, 1979) . That is, longing for the collective past helps people to restore a sense of in-group continuity by strengthening belonging to fellow in-group members. By engaging in nostalgic reverie about objects, symbols, and events from their in-group past, people would reestablish a symbolic connection with fellow in-group members, which gives them the feeling that their social self is temporally enduring. As an important part of people's sense of self is based on memberships in social groups (Tajfel & Turner, 1979) , this social self is also important in maintaining a sense of self-continuity . Based on the awareness of a shared past, collective nostalgia enables people to reestablish a connection with fellow in-group members, which gives them the feeling that their in-group identity has continuity over time. While there is no empirical research on the relationship between collective nostalgia and in-group continuity, recent studies have shown that collective nostalgia strengthens a sense of in-group belonging Smeekes, 2015) . Furthermore, various studies have demonstrated that in-group belonging is related to a stronger sense of in-group continuity (Sani et al., 2007; Sani, Bowe, & Herrera, 2008; .
In addition, it is likely that collective nostalgia does not only restore in-group continuity by strengthening in-group belonging but also by strengthening out-group rejection . Empirical work has shown that collective nostalgia can result in negative attitudes toward out-groups (i.e., Cheung et al., 2017; Smeekes, 2015; . Based on integration between self-categorization theory (Turner et al., 1987) and sociological and anthropological work on collective nostalgia (Davis, 1979; Kasinitz & Hillyard, 1995; Milligan, 2003) , the theoretical explanation for these findings is that collective nostalgia triggers processes of social categorization which subsequently help group members to maintain a sense of in-group continuity. Specifically, it is argued that longing for the collective past makes a social identity, based on these shared experiences, salient which highlights similarities between in-group members that were part of this shared past (old-timers) and emphasizes differences with those who are not part of this past (newcomers). This process of social categorization based on "the past" is likely to bolster feelings of in-group continuity not only by strengthening a connection to fellow old-timers but also by rejecting newcomers that potentially undermine this sense of group continuity (see Milligan, 2003; . This means that it can be expected that when people feel anxious about the future vitality of their group (i.e., collective angst), this triggers feelings of collective nostalgia, which, in turn, strengthens feelings of in-group belonging and out-group rejection, as a means to restore in-group continuity.
Overview of the Current Study
In this study, we focus on collective angst and collective nostalgia that group members may experience in relation to their national identity and we examine whether collective nostalgia buffers collective angst by restoring a sense of national in-group continuity, through stronger national ingroup belonging and stronger national out-group rejection. The Ipsos global trends survey (2016) indicates that many people worldwide consider immigrants as a threatening out-group to their national identity, 2 and cross-national research indicates that immigrants are negatively perceived in many countries in the world (Semyonov, Raijman, & Gorodzeisky, 2008) . Therefore, opposition to immigrants is an important indicator of out-group rejection in relation to national identity. Furthermore, several cross-national studies indicate that feelings of national in-group pride and belonging are generally high worldwide (e.g., Ariely, 2012; World Values Survey 2010 . In addition, the Ipsos survey shows that high percentages of people across countries feel pessimistic about the future of their country and would like their country to be the way it used to be in the past, suggesting high levels of collective angst and collective nostalgia.
3 We tested our theoretical predictions among individuals in 27 countries. A conceptual model of the hypothesized relationships is presented in Figure 1 . Given the lack of cross-cultural studies on collective angst, collective nostalgia, and in-group continuity, another goal of this study is to examine the comparability (measurement equivalence) of these constructs across countries. We deleted all participants from Italy from this dataset as our measure of collective nostalgia was not included in the survey in this country. This resulted in a total sample of 5,956 participants residing in 27 countries (raw dataset and SPSS Syntax can be found in Electronic Supplementary Materials, ESM 1 and 2). The mean age of this total sample was 22.44 (SD = 6.24; 67.30% female). Missing values for the measures of interest were all below 0.8%. 5 The characteristics of the samples in each country are shown in Table 1 .
Method Participants and Design

Measures
All measures were scored on a scale ranging from 1 (= strongly disagree) to 7 (= strongly agree). Next to conducting reliability analyses of the different scales in SPSS 24.0, we performed a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) in AMOS 24.0 for each scale on the total sample, in order to evaluate whether the different items loaded well on the proposed construct. On the basis of these results we decided on our measurement model for the subsequent 2 See https://www.ipsosglobaltrends.com/presence-of-immigrants/ 3 See https://www.ipsosglobaltrends.com/longing-for-the-past/ and https://www.ipsosglobaltrends.com/country-optimismpessimism/ 4 Another paper using the same dataset has been published (Teymoori et al., 2016; Study 3a) , but this paper contains none of the measures under investigation. 5 One of the items of the in-group continuity scale (p10) was not assessed in China and hence missing for all participants from this country.
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analyses.
6 CFA results were interpreted on the basis of three global fit indices: RMSEA, SRMR, and CFI (Billiet & McClendon 2000; Shevlin & Miles, 1998) . According to Hu and Bentler (1999) , RMSEA values of less than 0.05 are considered to indicate a good model fit, and values of up to 0.08-0.10 represent reasonable errors of approximation in the population. SRMR (value smaller than 0.08) and CFI (value larger than 0.90) provide further indications of a satisfactory model fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999) . Because of the known sensitivity of chi-square statistics to sample size (Byrne, 2001 ), we do not use this test statistic to compare the fit of our models.
Collective Angst
We measured collective angst (α = .85) with four items adapted from Jetten and Wohl (2012; see Table 2 ). CFA showed that this model had an acceptable fit to the data (RMSEA = .098, SRMR = .019, CFI = .990). All factor loadings were significant (see Table 2 ) and above the threshold of .40 (Walker & Maddan, 2013) .
Collective Nostalgia
Collective nostalgia was assessed (α = .86) with four items adapted from  see Table 2 ). Confirmatory factor analyses showed that this model had an acceptable fit to the data (RMSEA = .086, SRMR = .016, CFI = .992). All factor loadings were significant (see Table 2 ) and above .40.
In-Group Belonging
The extent to which people felt connected to their country and fellow countrymen (α = .79) was measured with five items (adapted from Kosterman & Feshbach, 1989 ; see Table 2 ). CFA showed that this model had an acceptable fit to the data (RMSEA = .051, SRMR = .018, CFI = .994). All factor loadings were significant (see Table 2 ) and above .40, except for the reverse coded item (b5). However, deleting this item from the scale worsened the model fit (RMSEA = .086, SRMR = .017, CFI = .992) and we therefore maintained the measurement model of in-group belonging based on all five items in our analyses on measurement invariance.
Opposition to Immigrants
We assessed opposition to immigrants (α = .91) with 6 items ( Table 2 ) adapted from previous studies (Jetten & Wohl, 2012) . CFA showed that this model had a moderate fit to the data (RMSEA = .155, SRMR = .046 CFI = .947). All factor loadings were significant and above .40 (see Table 2 ).
Looking at the modification indices revealed that the model fit could be improved by allowing a correlation between several error terms (of items o1 M o2, o1 M o3, o2 M o3; see Table 2 ). Adding these correlations resulted in an acceptable model fit (RMSEA = .102, SRMR = .020, CFI = .985). We therefore maintained this measurement 6 For all analyses in AMOS 24.0 missing values for the measures of interest were imputed in SPSS using the Estimation-Maximization Algorithm.
The dataset used for the analyses in AMOS can be found in ESM 3. model of opposition to immigrants in our analyses on measurement invariance.
In-Group Continuity
We measured perceived continuity of the national in-group (α = .83) using Sani et al.'s (2007) 12-item scale of perceived collective continuity (PCC; see Table 2 ). This scale consists of two related dimensions, namely perceived cultural continuity (i.e., the extent to which the group norms and values are seen as transmitted from one generation to another), and perceived historical continuity (i.e., the extent to which the different ages, periods, and events in the group history are seen as causally interconnected). Previous research conducted in different countries has already demonstrated that the PCC scale has a good internal consistency (Sani et al., 2007) . However, CFA showed that a model with all the items of the PCC scale did not have a good fit to the data (RMSEA = .13, SRMR = .093, CFI = .758). Looking at the standardized factor loadings (see Table 2 ) revealed that the two reverse coded items (p6 and p12) and p8 did not load well on the PCC factor (loadings < .40). Removing these three items resulted in a better but still not acceptable model fit (RMSEA = .124, SRMR = .064, CFI = .869). The modification indices revealed that the model fit could be improved by allowing a correlation between multiple error terms (p1 M p2, p2 M p4). Adding these correlations resulted in an acceptable model fit (RMSEA = .082, SRMR = .041, CFI = .947). We therefore maintained this measurement model of in-group continuity in our subsequent analyses on measurement invariance.
Results
Measurement Equivalence Across National Contexts
We first examined the cross-national comparability of the different constructs by assessing measurement equivalence. We created separate measurement models (based on a single latent variable with multiple indicators) for the five key constructs (see items used for each construct in Table 2 ) and went through all of the steps for testing measurement equivalence across the 27 national contexts for each construct separately. These analyses were conducted using AMOS 24.0 software. Measurement invariance is typically tested using a stepwise procedure (see Jang et al., 2017) . The first step in assessing measurement equivalence is to establish whether there is configural invariance, meaning that the basic model structure is identical across groups (Davidov, Meuleman, Cieciuch, Schmidt, & Billiet, 2014; Milfont & Fischer, 2010; Van de Vijver & Tanzer, 1997) . Configural invariance implies that items load onto the same latent factor across groups (i.e., countries); however, factor loadings, intercepts, and residual variances are freely estimated. Once configural invariance holds, metric invariance is tested (Davidov et al., 2014; Milfont & Fischer, 2010) . Metric invariance means that people in different nations understand the items in the same way which allows for the comparison of factor variances and structural relations (e.g., correlations between variables) across groups (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014) . This requires that the factor loadings between the items and constructs are invariant across countries. This is tested by constraining the factor loading of each item on its corresponding latent variable (factor) to be the same across groups.
Once metric invariance holds, scalar invariance is tested to examine whether the intercept of each item is the same across groups in addition to the factor loadings. Scalar invariance allows researchers to compare latent factor means, latent factor variances, and relevant covariance across groups (Davidov et al., 2014; Milfont & Fischer, 2010) . To assess scalar invariance, the factor loadings and intercepts are constrained to be equal across groups.
In order to test for measurement equivalence, we used multiple group confirmatory factor analysis (MG-CFA; e.g., Millsap, 2011) . The purpose of MG-CFA is to compare latent factor means, latent factor variances and relevant covariance between groups (i.e., countries in our case) after controlling for measurement errors. As such, MG-CFA incrementally tests configural, metric, and scalar measurement invariances across countries. Results of these analyses are again interpreted on the basis of the three abovementioned global fit indices: RMSEA (acceptable fit below 0.10), SRMR (acceptable fit below 0.08), and CFI (acceptable fit above 0.90).
The results of the MG-CFA measurement equivalence tests are presented in Table 3 . For all latent constructs, except in-group continuity, the fit indices were acceptable for the configural, metric, and scalar invariance models. Hence, measurement invariance was supported for collective angst, collective nostalgia, in-group belonging, and opposition to immigrants, but not for in-group continuity. To examine the unequal factor structure across the different countries, we performed a CFA of in-group continuity for each country separately using the obtained measurement model indicated in the measurement section. The results of these analyses are reported in Appendix A. This revealed that several items of the in-group continuity scale (p1, p2, p4, p7, p10) had low factor loadings (< .40) in two or more countries. We deleted these items from the scale and tested a new MG-CFA for in-group continuity based on items p3, p5, p9, and p11. The results showed that measurement invariance was supported for this reduced in-group continuity scale (Appendix B). Importantly, the remaining items all belonged to the cultural continuity subscale (Sani et al., 2007) . This means that only the measurement of the cultural continuity subscale (based on 4 instead of the original 6 items) was comparable across the countries in our sample. Hence, we focus on in-group continuity based on these four items in the remaining analyses.
Mean Scores and Intercorrelations
Descriptive statistics of the data per country are shown in Table 1 . Mean scores and correlations between collective angst, collective nostalgia, in-group belonging, opposition to immigrants, and in-group continuity for the total sample are shown in Table 4 . Except for collective angst and in-group continuity, all core constructs were positively correlated. Collective angst and in-group continuity were negatively correlated, but the correlation was very small. The mean score for collective angst was significantly above the neutral midpoint of the scale, t(5,949) = 44.22, p < .001, indicating that on average, people felt worried about the future vitality of their country. However, Table 1 reveals that this is not the case for all countries. Collective angst was highest in Pakistan and South Africa and lowest in the Netherlands and Canada. The mean score for collective nostalgia for the total sample was significantly below the neutral midpoint of the scale, t(5,948) = À4.81, p < .001, indicating that participants overall reported low feelings of collective nostalgia (see Table 4 ). However, there was substantial cross-country variation. Collective nostalgia was highest in Malaysia and Indonesia and lowest in Germany and Switzerland (see Table 1 ).
The mean score for in-group belonging was significantly above the neutral midpoint of the scale, t(5,947) = 75.67, p < .001, indicating that on average participants felt a strong sense of belonging to their country and fellow countrymen. Mean scores for in-group belonging were generally high across countries with highest scores in Canada and Pakistan and lowest scores in Germany and Spain (see Table 1 ).
The mean score for opposition to immigrants was significantly below the neutral midpoint of the scale, t(5,953) = À38.86, p < .001, indicating that on average participants were not strongly opposed to immigrants. Yet, this measure also varied across countries: it was highest in Malaysia and Singapore and lowest in Germany and Chile (see Table 1 ).
Finally, the mean score for in-group continuity was significantly above the neutral midpoint of the scale, t(5,937) = 44.80, p < .001, indicating that on average participants perceived their national culture and traditions to be temporally enduring. Mean scores for in-group continuity were generally around or somewhat above the neutral midpoint of the scale with highest scores in India and Indonesia and lowest scores in Finland and France (see Table 1 ).
Path Analysis for the Total Sample
We estimated a structural equation model to test our predictions regarding the direct and indirect relations between collective angst, collective nostalgia, in-group belonging, opposition to immigrants, and in-group continuity (see overview of hypothesized relationships in Figure 1) . We first estimated the model for the full sample using latent variables for the five core constructs. In this model, the error terms of the latent variables for in-group belonging and opposition to immigrants were allowed to correlate. The standardized direct and total effects of this model are presented in Figure 2 (the dataset and AMOS 24.0 input file used for these analyses can be found in ESM 3 and 4). This model had a good fit to the data (RMSEA = .048, SRMR = .052, CFI = .958). In this model, collective angst was positively related to collective nostalgia. Collective nostalgia, in turn, was positively related to in-group belonging and opposition to immigrants, which were both positively related to feelings of in-group continuity.
We subsequently tested the indirect effects of the model using bootstrapping with 10,000 replacement samples to obtain confidence intervals for the indirect paths (Preacher & Hayes, 2008) . We observed positive indirect effects (of medium size; see Kenny, 2018) of collective angst via collective nostalgia on in-group belonging (β = .119, low CI = .106, high CI = .133) and on opposition to immigrants (β = .116, low CI = .104, high CI = .144). We also found positive indirect effects of collective nostalgia on in-group continuity via in-group belonging (β = .124, low CI = .110, high CI = .139) and via opposition to immigrants (β = .041, low CI = .029, high CI = .055), but the indirect effect via opposition to immigrants was small. Taken together, these findings show for the total sample: (a) that stronger feelings of collective angst about the country's future are related to higher in-group belonging and opposition to immigrants via a stronger sense of collective nostalgia and (b) that stronger feelings of collective nostalgia are, in turn, related to a stronger feeling of in-group continuity, mostly via in-group belonging and not so much via opposition to immigrants.
Multiple Group Path Analysis
We subsequently tested the multiple mediation model (see Figure 1 ) using multiple group analysis in AMOS 24.0 using bootstrapping (10,000 replacement samples). We used manifest variables for the five key constructs as the sample size per country was too small to estimate a model with latent variables. We estimated the path model, including the indirect effects, for each country separately again using bootstrapping (10,000 replacement samples) (The dataset and AMOS 24.0 input file used for these analyses can be found in ESM 3 and 5). First, the results indicated that the first part of the mediation model was supported in a majority of countries. That is, Table 5 shows that there was a positive direct relation between collective angst and collective nostalgia in 22 countries. Collective nostalgia, in turn, was positively related to in-group belonging in 24 countries and to opposition to immigrants in 20 countries.
In addition, Table 6 shows that there were significant positive indirect effects (i.e., confidence intervals did not include zero in these cases) of collective angst via collective nostalgia on (a) in-group belonging (in 20 of the 27 countries) and (b) opposition to immigrants (in 17 of the 27 countries). Indirect effect sizes were small to medium in most cases (see Kenny, 2018) . Second, the results indicated that the second part of the mediation model was only partly supported across countries. That is, Table 5 shows that while in-group belonging was positively related to in-group continuity in almost all countries (i.e., 25 of the 27 countries), opposition to immigrants was only positively related to in-group continuity in a small minority of countries (i.e., 3 of the 27 countries).
In addition, Table 6 shows that there were significant positive indirect effects of collective nostalgia on in-group continuity via in-group belonging in most countries (i.e., 21 of the 27 countries). Indirect effect sizes were small to medium in most cases (see Kenny, 2018) . However, a significant indirect effect of collective nostalgia on in-group continuity via opposition to immigrants only appeared in 3 of the 27 countries and the indirect effect sizes were small in 2 of the 3 countries. 
Alternative Models
We estimated two alternative models for the total sample. In Alternative Model 1, the positions of collective angst and collective nostalgia were reversed, as one could argue that longing for the good days from the collective past could make people more afraid of the future of their country. In Alternative Model 2, we treated collective angst and collective nostalgia as parallel predictors of in-group belonging and opposition to immigrants, which, in turn, both predict in-group continuity (Alternative Model 2). The reason is that both collective emotions are known to be related to in-group strengthening behaviors and negative attitudes toward threatening out-groups (e.g., Wohl et al., 2010) , and could hence be separate mechanisms. A graphical representation of these alternative models (and the standardized direct effects of the different paths) is presented in Appendix C. We used the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC; Akaike, 1974) and Expected Cross Validation Index (ECVI; Browne & Cudeck, 1993) to compare these competing models to the original model (a smaller value indicates better fit), as these indices can be used to compare models that need not be nested. However, any two models that have the same paths between the same variables will have the same fit, even if some paths are in a different direction (see . For example, consider Alternative Model 1 in which collective nostalgia precedes collective angst. To test this model, one cannot simply reverse the order of these two variables, as this yields the same fit as the original model. Following the same approach as other recent work on collective nostalgia (Cheung et al., 2017) , we therefore tested a series of mediation models in which each latent variable predicted only the Note. Total effects are only reported for paths that include a mediator. ***p < .001, **p < .01, *p < .05, + p < .10 latent variable that immediately followed it in the postulated causal chain (also for the original model). This enabled us to evaluate which ordering of variables produced the lowest AIC and ECVI values. As can be seen in Table 7 , both alternative models produced higher AIC and ECVI values compared to the original model, indicating worse fit. This indicates that our proposed model fits the data better than the two alternative models in which the order or position of variables was altered.
Discussion
The current study represents the first cross-cultural investigation of collective nostalgia and its relation with feelings of collective angst, in-group belonging, opposition to immigrants, and in-group continuity. Social psychologists have predominantly studied personal nostalgia (for a review, see Sedikides et al., 2015b) , and research investigating nostalgia as a collective emotion (and its correlates) is still rare Note. ***p < .001, **p < .01, *p < .05. (but see Cheung et al., 2017; Smeekes, 2015; Wildschut et al., 2014) . While some of these recent studies show that collective nostalgia is related to stronger feelings of in-group belonging and more negative attitudes toward out-groups (Cheung et al., 2017; Smeekes, 2015; Wildschut et al., 2014) , these relationships have only been examined in a few cultural contexts. In addition, these studies have not examined potential antecedents of collective nostalgia. Furthermore, while scholars of nostalgia have proposed that the function of this emotion is to restore a sense of identity continuity (e.g., Boym, 2001; Cheung et al., 2017; Davis, 1979; Sedikides et al., 2015a) , this proposition has not been empirically investigated in relation to social identities. The current study examined, in 27 countries, whether collective nostalgia on the basis of one's national identity is predicted by feelings of collective angst, and whether this subsequently relates to stronger feelings of in-group continuity, via a stronger sense of in-group belonging and a stronger rejection of immigrant out-groups. In addition, since this is the first cross-cultural study on collective nostalgia, collective angst, and in-group continuity, another goal was to examine the comparability (measurement equivalence) of these constructs across countries.
First, the results supported measurement equivalence for all key constructs, meaning that meaningful comparisons of these constructs across these 27 countries could be made. However, for our measure of in-group continuity we only obtained measurement equivalence for a specific subset of items belonging to the perceived cultural continuity subscale (Sani et al., 2007) . Second, the findings generally supported our hypothesis that collective angst relates to stronger feelings of collective nostalgia, as positive effects were observed in 22 of the 27 countries. Furthermore, we also found support for our prediction that collective nostalgia is related to a stronger sense of in-group continuity via stronger in-group belonging, as indirect effects were observed in 21 of the 27 countries. While collective nostalgia was a relevant predictor of opposition to immigrants in 20 countries, we found very limited support for our prediction that collective nostalgia is related to a stronger sense of in-group continuity via immigrant out-group rejection, as we only observed this indirect effect in 3 countries and the indirect effect size for total sample was very small.
These findings advance recent work on collective nostalgia in various ways. First, our results show that our previously designed scale of collective nostalgia (see Smeekes, 2015; is suitable to assess cross-cultural comparisons. These findings are in line with recent cross-cultural research on personal nostalgia (Hepper et al., 2014) , demonstrating that nostalgia is conceptualized and experienced similarly across cultures.
Second, this study is the first to explore collective angst as an antecedent of collective nostalgia. Based on previous work on existential anxiety and personal nostalgia (e.g., Juhl et al., 2010) , we predicted that feeling anxious about the future vitality of one's country would be related to a nostalgic longing for the good old days of one's country in order to cope with this negative psychological state. We found support for this relationship in 21 of the 27 countries. This finding complements work on personal nostalgia (Juhl et al., 2010; Sedikides et al., 2015b) by showing that collective nostalgia could potentially have a similar existential function: serving as a buffer against group-based existential anxiety.
Third, our study is the first to examine the relationship between collective nostalgia and in-group continuity and whether this can be explained by a stronger sense of ingroup belonging and out-group rejection. In line with previous work on personal nostalgia and theoretical sociological work on collective nostalgia (Boym, 2001; Davis, 1979) , we found cross-sectional support for the idea that collective nostalgia helps group members to maintain identity continuity by strengthening feelings of belonging and connectedness to fellow in-group members. We propose that the theoretical explanation for this relation is that by engaging in nostalgic reverie about objects, symbols, and events from their in-group past, people reestablish a symbolic connection with fellow in-group members, which gives them the feeling that their social self is temporally enduring.
While previous work has suggested that collective nostalgia also restores in-group continuity by strengthening outgroup rejection , we do not find much support for this explanatory mechanism. However, our results replicate the previously observed positive relationship between collective nostalgia and opposition against immigrants in the Netherlands (Smeekes, 2015; and provide some reassurance that this relationship generalizes to other cultures. We find that this association is significant and substantial in 20 of the 27 countries (including the Netherlands). Taken together, these results indicate that while collective nostalgia in relation to one's national identity is related to stronger in-group belonging and stronger out-group rejection, it is only the feeling of in-group belonging (and not out-group rejection) that subsequently helps national in-group members in maintaining a sense of identity continuity. This suggests that collective nostalgia in relation to one's national identity triggers processes of social categorization based on the past that can be functional and constructive for intragroup relations on the one hand but destructive for intergroup relations on the other . Longing for positively valued objects or periods from the national past makes national in-group members more aware of the traditional values and symbols that bind them as a national community, but also makes clear how "we" are different from other groups. While this is functional and constructive in the sense that this helps people to protect national identity continuity by reestablishing a sense of belonging with in-group members who were part of this past (i.e., oldtimers), it can also be destructive for intergroup relations as the salience of this old-timer social identity fosters opposition to those who were not part of this positively valued past (i.e., immigrants/newcomers).
Limitations and Future Directions
The fact that we did not find much support for a relation between opposition to immigrants and in-group continuity warrants further discussion. One explanation for this finding could be related to the limited measurement of opposition to immigrants, which was based on items that were more directed at perceived threats from immigrants rather than actual opposition to them. While opposing or clearly rejecting an out-group may help in-group members to maintain or restore a sense of identity continuity, feeling threatened by out-groups rather undermines feelings of in-group continuity instead of helping to protect it. In addition, our measurement of opposition was directed at immigrants in general, whereas it is likely that some specific immigrant groups are seen as more threatening to national in-group continuity than others. In other words, opposing or rejecting immigrants in general may not help national ingroup members to restore identity continuity if feelings of continuity are undermined by some immigrant out-groups but not others. For instance, in several Western countries particularly Muslim immigrants are seen as a threat to the continuity of national identity as many natives perceive their ways of life to be incompatible with theirs (Kundnani, 2007; Schildkraut, 2007; Sniderman & Hagendoorn, 2007) . Far-right parties propose to limit their presence and visibility of this group in order to protect national identity continuity (Mols & Jetten, 2014) . Hence, prospective studies should further investigate whether out-group rejection could help group members to restore feelings of in-group continuity by looking at more concrete measures of outgroup rejection and by focusing on out-groups that are seen as particularly threatening to in-group continuity.
We should acknowledge some limitations of this study that provide directions for future work. One limitation is that the data were cross-sectional and were collected among undergraduate students. This means that it is difficult to make claims about the causality and generalizability of the observed relationships. Even though the additional analyses suggest that our proposed mediation model fit the data better than alternative mediation models, this does not exclude the possibility that the direction of causality could be different. In addition, while the focus on students made the samples comparable across countries, it should be acknowledged that students do not present a representative sample of each of these countries. For instance, we observed that mean scores for collective nostalgia were rather low in our student sample, while the Ipsos global trends survey (2016) indicates that in most countries more than half of the population would like their country to return to be the way it used to be. Future investigations should build on these findings by sampling participants from broader populations and using experimental and longitudinal designs to establish the direction of causality.
Another limitation of our study is that we did not assess potential behavioral outcomes of collective nostalgia. One key proposition of intergroup emotions theory (Mackie, Devos, & Smith, 2000) , is that the function of collective emotions is to regulate intragroup and intergroup behavior. This proposition is in line with general psychological emotion theories stating that emotions are functional (e.g., Frijda, 2007) . Integrating our findings with those from previous work on personal nostalgia (e.g., Sedikides et al., 2015a Sedikides et al., , 2016 , suggests that an important function of both personal and collective nostalgia is to restore a sense of identity continuity when it is threatened. It can therefore be expected that the behavioral tendencies that follow from nostalgia have the goal of restoring this basic psychological need. Our findings, as well as recent findings on personal nostalgia suggest that one important way in which nostalgia can restore identity continuity is by fostering a stronger sense of social connectedness to other people. This means that collective nostalgia is likely to result in in-group strengthening behaviors as a means to protect in-group continuity. Recent work provides some support for this idea by showing that collective nostalgia is positively related to in-group favoring collective action tendencies (Cheung et al., 2017) and causes behavioral intentions to support the in-group . Future work could investigate whether collective nostalgia restores in-group continuity via such in-group strengthening behaviors.
It is furthermore important to note that while we observed a positive association between collective nostalgia and opposition to immigrants in most countries, it is likely that this relationship is not intrinsic but dependent on the way in which collective nostalgia is defined. For instance, recent work in the Netherlands, based on a content analysis of collective nostalgia for Dutch national identity, has shown that this link is weaker for people who long for a time when Dutch society was more cohesive and less individualistic (Lackner & Smeekes, 2018 ). An interesting direction for future work would be to manipulate different contents of collective nostalgia to see whether longing for a more inclusive national past relates to more positive attitudes toward immigrant out-groups.
Conclusion
In the current study, we took an important step toward understanding the social psychological dynamics of collective nostalgia across cultures. Social psychologists have predominantly studied personal nostalgia, and the few studies that have investigated collective nostalgia and its relation to group-related outcomes have only examined this in a small number of cultural contexts. Integrating existing psychological literature on personal nostalgia with theoretical sociological work on collective nostalgia, we predicted that collective nostalgia is triggered by existential concerns about the future vitality of one's group (i.e., collective angst), because collective nostalgia helps people to maintain a sense of in-group continuity by strengthening a sense of belonging to fellow in-group members and by rejecting threatening out-groups. We examined these predictions in relation to national identity and measured out-group rejection in the form of opposition to immigrants. Based on a sample of 5,956 individuals across 27 countries, we first supported measurement equivalence for the key constructs (albeit for a reduced scale of in-group continuity). Testing our predictions, the general pattern of results revealed that collective angst predicted collective nostalgia, which subsequently related to stronger feelings of in-group continuity via in-group belonging (but not via opposition to immigrants). Collective nostalgia generally predicted opposition to immigrants, but this was subsequently not related to in-group continuity. Given that our data was cross-sectional and based on student samples and our measure of outgroup rejection was limited, we hope that future research will examine these predictions among more representative samples using experimental and longitudinal designs, and by focusing on a more direct measure of out-group rejection.
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